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the White House. They are supposed to 
provide leadership in this area also. 
But they do not want to. So it is our 
burden in the Republican majority to 
provide commonsense leadership, to 
take the hits, to make the tough votes. 

Mr. President, one of the newspapers 
in South Dakota this morning reported 
that the Federal Government—the 
Treasury—released how much my 
State would suffer if some of the budg-
et cuts were made. I say to my fellow 
South Dakotans, that is the oldest 
trick in the book by the Federal bu-
reaucracy. They release how much peo-
ple are going to suffer, and how much 
money is going to be lost. They do not 
say that they might have to reduce the 
number of bureaucrats in Washington 
or at the Denver regional headquarters. 
They do not say that they are counting 
as part of the budget impact the elimi-
nation of bureaucrats and regulators 
whose work may involve South Da-
kota, but actually live in Washington, 
DC, or Denver. They merely say, ‘‘Your 
State is going to be hurt this much,’’ 
and, ‘‘Senator, if you vote to cut us, 
you are hurting your State.’’ Those 
numbers that are released in such a 
timely fashion show how skillful the 
Federal bureaucracy is at trying to 
protect themselves by politically hurt-
ing Senators and Congressmen who 
vote for cuts in the budget. 

So I urge all South Dakotans, and all 
Americans, to take a close look at ex-
actly what they are talking about. 

In conclusion, Mr. President, on the 
budget, we face a very painful choice. 
On the one hand, we can go broke as a 
nation and see the value of the dollar 
decline and leave a great debt for fu-
ture generations. We also can keep 
spending in Medicare at the same level 
without making changes and have it go 
broke by the year 2002. 

On the other hand, we can take a re-
sponsible course. We can follow the 
outline of PETE DOMENICI’s budget, 
which he is bringing to this floor. 

The Republicans in the Senate have a 
plan. The Democrats do not. They are 
criticizing our plan. That is fine. We 
will take the criticism. But I want to 
say to the people in my State and to 
this country that I hope they give us 
the understanding and the credit for 
taking leadership, for taking the tough 
votes we will soon take, because the 
other side is merely throwing rocks at 
us as we are trying to climb up the hill. 

Let us remember that our country is 
at a historic point. We could choose to 
go bankrupt, with a $4 trillion debt 
this year. With many programs such as 
Medicare going broke, we can keep 
doing what we are doing, and if so, it is 
going to lead to a cataclysmic event. 
Or we can take some tough medicine, 
and take some tough votes. 

In the next 6 months, I believe that I 
will be casting the toughest votes of 
my Senate career. I ask for the under-
standing of my constituents because it 
is not easy. I would rather be voting to 
give everybody everything. It must 
have been fun to be a Senator in the 

1960’s, when you could vote for amend-
ments without having any budget off-
set. Now, with every amendment we 
have, if we add something to the budg-
et, we have to say where we are taking 
it from. We have to state under the 
budget rules what this is going to do to 
the Federal budget. 

So the whole tone of the next 6 
months in this Chamber is going to be 
a very difficult one. We are going to see 
Senators struggle in their votes. It is 
going to be easier to demagog and to 
say let us wait until next year, or 
delay it 3 or 5 years. But the time has 
come to stand up and be counted. I be-
lieve that we can do a great deal for 
the future of the United States if we do 
so. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
Mr. BRYAN addressed the Chair. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Nevada. 
f 

ORDER OF PROCEDURE 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to speak for a pe-
riod not to exceed 10 minutes as if in 
morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. President, I thank 
the Chair. 

f 

PRAIRIE ISLAND DRY CASK 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. President, I would 
like to bring to the attention of my 
colleagues a little noticed, but I think 
significant, event that occurred last 
week. 

Last Thursday, Northern States 
Power transferred spent nuclear fuel 
from its reactor pool at Prairie Island 
into a new dry storage cask located at 
the reactor site. 

Prairie Island, near Red Wing, MN, is 
the location of two of Northern States 
Power’s three nuclear power reactors. 

Licensed to operate starting in 1973 
and 1974 respectively, Prairie Island 1 
and Prairie Island 2 share a spent fuel 
storage pool. 

Today, 20 years into the 40-year li-
censed life of the reactors, the pool is 
filling up. 

Northern States Power needed to find 
more storage for the waste generated 
at Prairie Island. Fortunately, licensed 
technology, dry cask storage, was 
available which would allow the utility 
to move the oldest spent fuel assem-
blies out of the pool. 

NSP proposed to locate the casks at 
the reactor site. 

Thursday’s announcement of final 
NRC approval to load the casks is the 
final chapter in a prolonged political 
and public relations effort by NSP to 
resolve until the year 2002 its Prairie 
Island waste problem. 

The public outcry that erupted after 
NSP proposed to expand on-site storage 
is every utility executive’s nightmare, 
and led to the perception of the Prairie 
Island situation as the poster child of 

the nuclear power industry’s current 
propaganda campaign for interim stor-
age of high-level nuclear waste in Ne-
vada. 

In spite of the obvious solution avail-
able to NSP, on-site dry casks, the 
Prairie Island situation has, for several 
years now, been held up as the prime 
example of why Congress must imme-
diately reopen the Nuclear Waste Pol-
icy Act to speed up progress on moving 
high-level nuclear waste to Nevada. 

Twenty percent of the Nation’s elec-
tricity power supply, we have been 
told, is at risk if Congress does not act 
soon. 

Reactors will shut down, cities will 
go dark, and electricity rates will sky-
rocket, if Congress does not take the 
waste off the hands of the utilities 
soon—according to the nuclear power 
industry. The nuclear power industry’s 
shameless campaign to get the Federal 
Government to take responsibility for 
its waste is not new. 

In 1980, at the same time Congress 
was considering options for the perma-
nent disposal of high-level waste, the 
nuclear power industry was pushing for 
away-from-reactor storage, or AFR. 

Without a Federal AFR facility, ac-
cording to the industry, reactors would 
begin closing by 1983. 

Of course, no Federal AFR was built, 
and no reactors closed for lack of stor-
age. 

Besides creating the misleading im-
pression of a crisis, of impending doom, 
the nuclear power propaganda cam-
paign has always sought to create the 
impression that there is only one solu-
tion, one option for avoiding the sup-
posedly catastrophic consequences of 
reactor shutdowns: move the high-level 
nuclear waste to Nevada. That is the 
only proposal that is offered. 

First, we as a State were targeted for 
a permanent repository. 

That program is an acknowledged 
failure. 

Now we are targeted for interim stor-
age. 

For the nuclear power industry, that 
means 100 years, subject to renewal. 
That amounts to de facto permanent 
storage. 

According to the nuclear power in-
dustry, interim storage in Nevada is 
the only salvation for the future of nu-
clear power. 

Nevadans have made it crystal clear 
that we want no part of the nuclear 
power industry’s solution to its waste 
problem. Nuclear waste is not welcome 
in Nevada. 

Nevertheless, the nuclear power in-
dustry, and its surrogate for this mat-
ter, the Department of Energy, has 
been relentless in its efforts to force 
Nevadans to bear the health and safety 
risks of solving a problem we had no 
role in creating. 

Mr. President, there are solutions to 
the nuclear waste storage problem that 
do not include Nevada. Last weeks 
events at Prairie Island make that 
abundantly clear. 
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